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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/680,283 


Applicant(s) 
KNECHT, FRED 


Examiner 

Scott E. Jones 


Art Unit 

3713 





Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 , 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely fifed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 October 2003 . 
2a)[X] This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Kl Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) [>3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 07 October 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)[x] objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Pa P er No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continuation 

L This is a continuation of applicant's earlier Application No. 09/738493. All claims are 
drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been finally 
rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the 
earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first 
action in this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no, however, 
event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this final action. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1.98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(l) states, "the list may not be 
incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate paper." Therefore, unless 



Application/Control Number: 10/680,283 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3713 

the references have been cited by the examiner on form PTO-892, they have not been 
considered. 

Specification/Drawings 

3. The specification/drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the description: 

• On page 19, line 15, "Analyzer 10"" is not shown in any of the drawings. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• The claim does not conform to standard U.S. practices as detailed in 37 CFR 1 .75. In 
particular, the transitional phrase does not end with a colon. 

Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 
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7. Regarding claim 1 , applicant fails to positively recite a "circuit connecting the LED's to a 
battery" in lines 2-3. Therefore, it is unclear whether the language following the word "capable" 
is part of the claimed invention. 

8. Regarding claim 1, the language, "the battery is capable of being electrically coupled to 
the at least two LEDs, thereby providing light trails that allow an observer to visualize multiple 
components of the swing." is unclear. First, this claim limitation contains the same deficiency 
noted above in item number 5. Second, the battery being electrically coupled to the at least two 
LEDs does not necessarily mean that "light trails" will be provided. The battery must provide a 
voltage, such that when placed in the circuit, energizes the LEDs. 

9. Regarding claim 2, applicant fails to positively recite a "circuit connecting the lights to a 
power source" in line 3. Therefore, it is unclear whether the language following the word 
"capable" is part of the claimed invention. 

Claims 15-19 inherit the deficiencies of claim 2 by dependency. 

10. In claim 2, lines 9-12, the language, "the first connecting bolt is inserted through a cap 
hole in the cap, then through a hinge slot in communication with the pin cavity in the body" is 
unclear. How can a hinge slot be in "communication" with a pin cavity? 

Claims 15-19 inherit the deficiencies of claim 2 by dependency. 

1 1 . Claim 3 contains at least four instances wherein the word "capable" is used, thereby 
failing to positively recite the corresponding claim limitations. Therefore, it is unclear whether 
the language following the word "capable" is part of the claimed invention. 

Claims 4-14 and 20 inherit the deficiencies of claim 3 by dependency. 
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12. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the head" in line 1 1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 4-14 and 20 inherit the deficiencies of claim 3 by dependency. 

13. The items noted hereinabove are only several examples of deficiencies in the claims. The 
items noted hereinabove are not meant to be an exhaustive list of all deficiencies in the claims. 
Applicant should review the entire specification, including the claims, and submit corrections for 
all informalities in addition to those noted above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

14. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

15. Claims 4-6 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wilson 
(U.S. 6,139,442). 

Wilson discloses a golf swing learning aid that provides instant feedback to a golfer on 
the characteristics of their swing of a golf club. The device can be integral to a golf club head or 
mounted in close proximity to the golf club head including a first and second light source 
(different color LEDs). This device provides feedback in the form of two dashed streaks of light 
persisting in the golfer's vision providing feedback to the golfer on the direction of the swing, 
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orientation of the club head, and club head speed relative to some pre-set value (Abstract, Figs. 
1-7, Column 1, line 43-Column 4, line 20, and Column 5, lines 49-51). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 1 1, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Wilson (U.S. 6,139,442) in view of Mathews et al (U.S. 
3,070,373). 

Wilson discloses that as discussed above with regards to claims 4-6 and 19. Wilson 
seems to lack explicitly having the golf swing analyzer device mounted to the golf club by a 
clamp. 

Mathews et al., like Wilson, teaches of a golf swing learning aid for a golfer. Mathews et 
al. lacks an golf swing analyzer that provides a golfer to visualize multiple components of a golf 
swing. However, Mathews does provide a hardware bracket (clamp) (25) that is used to attach 
the golf swing learning aid to the golf club (Figs. 5 and 9). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
applicant's invention, to mounting attachment of Mathews et al. in Wilson. Doing so enables a 
golfer to adjust the golf swing learning device on the shaft of a golf club such that it can be used 
interchangeably on any number of golf clubs. 
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17. Claims 7, 8, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wilson (U.S. 6,139,442) in view of Wilhiem (U.S. 4,991,850). Wilson discloses that as discussed 
above with regards to claims 4-6 and 19. Wilson seems to lack explicitly disclosing the golf 
swing learning aid having an accelerometer and an LED array producing a virtual display of text, 
numbers and symbols. 

Wilhiem teaches of a golf swing evaluation system containing an accelerometer sensor 
and an associated display for generating the acceleration characteristics of the club head through 
the swing (Abstract, Figs. 1,2, and 5-9, and Column 2, lines 1-40). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
applicant's invention, to use Wilhiem's accelerometer sensor and display in lieu of Wilson's 
timing sequence of the respective light sources (17 and 18) to approximate the speed of the 
swing of the golf club head. Doing so provides a golfer with an actual club head speed on a 
display rather than only an indication that a golfer's swing is faster or slower than the pre-set 
speed of the device. 

Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Barrus et al. '470, Hooper '939, Taylor '795, Tredway '933, Wheeler '265, Ogden 
'456, Gedney et al. '483, Tattershall '512, Tice '080, Dugan et al. '364, and Pace 
'610 disclose golf swing aid devices and components. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott E. Jones whose telephone number is (703) 308-7133. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 6:30 A.M. - 5:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Teresa Walberg can be reached on (703) 308-1327. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 148. 




Teresa Walberg 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3700 



